
PROVO RIVER DISTRIBIITION SYSTEM
PROPOSED ASSESSMENT PROCEDTIRE

rn t.he current system, assessment are carcul_ated on eachaccount except power accounts according to the assessment unitsassigned to each account. The units aie named wentz Numbersafter a former river commissioner who d.eveloped the system. The
Wentz Numbers were determined as fol_Iows:

For canals below Deer Creek, the Wentz units
assigned to each account are equal to 1G5 (the numberof days that Wentz fiqured they got water during ayear) times the flow iate (cfsj list"a in the lt5rse
Decree for the period from ,June 2oth to July 2oth.

For canals above Deer Creek, t.he Wentz unitsassigned to each account are equal to 130 days times1st class right flow rate plus 90 days times the sum ofthe f lows for t,he other classes of rights.

For storage in the upper lakes, the wentz unitsassigned t.o each account are equal to the storage rightdivided by 2

According to this method, multiplying the wentz number onany account. by 2 would give an approximation of the number ofacre feet allowed by the right. - ln the 19G5 commissionersreport, the deputy commissioner updat.ed the rights on the upperProvo River fol]owing the pattern given above ind those are theunits being used today.

rt is proposed that the distribution system keep the currentassessment method with some modifications to reflect the currentconditions on the river.
The Heber power account will be deleted from the system, itis no longer in use. rt is proposed that there be no change inassessment method for the other power account. The assessmentwould be based on ? percentage oi the total system 

""r"""*".,a,the- percentage wou1d not change. The tot.al p6r"r 
"r""""*"nt willbe billed to the central utah water conservancy District. TheDistrict will b_i+l the power company for the witer they generarepower on' The District will also bill any other water users whodivert and use power water based on the amount diverted. TheDistrict will pay the assessment on the portion of power wat.erkept 

. in. storage. This inf ormation is being kept ,rooi-uy trr"commissioner.

rt is proposed that there be no change in the method ofassessment for most of the irri-gation companies and individuals.The assessment would continue to be based on the wentz numberscurrentl_y assigned to the accounc.



ft is proposed that the Wentz number for the Central Utah
Water Conservancy District account (.Tordanelle Reservoir) be
53,750 which is based on the ultimate annual delivery anticipatedby CUWCD.

rt is proposed that the wentz number for the provo River
wat,er users Association account (Deer creek Reservoir) be 50, oo0which is based on the ultimate annual delivery from storage.

Some water users have made changes in the use of their waterwhich considerably increases the effort required of the
commissioner to regulate and account for their water use. rnthese situatiors, 

. it is proposed that. a multiplier be appried tothe wentz number in the water users account. The murtiiiierwould be set according to the percent.age of the users, waterright that requires extra accounti.rg oi regulation by thecommlssioner. The multipliers now proposed are j,.25 for theProvo Bench Canal Company and 1.70 for the provo Reservoir Waterusers company. The multiplier woul-d be used to increase theWentz number on the account rel-ative to the Wentz numbers on theother accounts.

rt is proposed t.hat the minimum assessment. be raised to $20over t,he next two years. rn t_995, it will be $15 and the $io inL997 .

A growing number of water users have entered into contractswith the central utah water _conservancy District for projectwater to be used from groundwater by exchange. rt is proposedthat. these users be assessed at the rate of g20 per i.r" foot.cUWcD will report the number of acre feet under lontract eachyear' The assessment to CUWCD will- include the assessment forthese users - cuwcD wil-1 i-n turn bill each of the contractholders based on the amount of acre feet exchanged. cuwcDcurrently has 79 acre feet of water under contract,.
fn brief , the assessment, calculat.ion would foll-ow the thesesteps:

1. The power assessment would be car-curated-2. The cuwcD exchange users assessment would becal-cu1ated.
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3. The amount of the minimum
calcul-ated.

4. The remaining assessment amount would be determinedby deducting the power, exchange, and minimum assessmentsfrom the total assessment.
5. Any multipliers on accounts would be appried to theWentz numbers of those accounts.
6 - The total of the wentz numbers for the system(excruding those accounts which paid the minimum assessment)

assessments woul_d be
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wou]d be determined.
7 - Tit_" remaining assessment amount (det.ermined in step4.) would.be proportioned to each account according to theratio of its Went.z number (as increased by any muliipliers)to the total Wentz number for the system laetermined in step6)

The commissioner's work in regulating fish flows on theriver is in addition to what would normally be expected of acommissioner. rt is proposed that. it be compensaled forseparately as contract work. It is proposed that it be assessedto the cuwcD on an annuar fee basis. rhe basis for the fee, fornow would be 45 hours per season at a rate of $30 per hour wit.h
$150 for travel- expenses for a total of $1500. It -is recogrnizedthat this does not Lake into account the overtime or odd h6urfactor that is involved in a lot of the work for the fish fl_ows.The District will- bill the Bureau of Reclamation to recover thecosts of the fish flow regulation. The fee for this contractwork would not be included in the calculation of the assessmenrfor the other warer users.

. _ It is proposed that this procedure be used during :-996 on atrial- basis to determine if adjustments need to be made.

rt is proposed that several aspects of the assessmentprocess be discussed each year at the annual- meeting and that theassessment process be reviewed in detail each 3 to 5 years.Annually t,he committee should:

a. Review the assessment for Stan's contract fish flowwork. The amount of the fee for t.he coming year would beset based on whether it appeared the efforl iequired wasincreasing.
b. Review the mulLipliers assigned. Determine if therear9 changes needed in the current murtipl-iers or ifmultipliers need to be assigned to othei accounts.c. Receive a report from cuwcD on the number of acrefeet of exchange water it has contracted for.d. Review the minimum assessments to determine if t.hereis a need for a change.

rt is proposed that an explanation of the assessment processbe i-ncluded in the annual report each year.


